This appendix deals with the attitude of some of the Ṭālibī families, mainly the Ḥasanīs and the Ḥusaynīs, towards Muḥammad b. ʿAbdallāh's rebellion insofar as it manifested itself in the struggle for legitimization between the Ḥasanīs and the Ḥusaynīs in the Shīʿī-Imāmī literature. This survey should be treated only as an introduction to the topic, certainly not as a (highly needed) comprehensive study of the inter-relations of the ʿAlīd families during the time of the Rāshidūn and the Umawīs. In many cases the struggle between these two families occurs within a specific welldefined context, e.g.,: the al-Abwāʾ meeting; Abū Salama's affair; and other cases with specific geographical settings, often an event that was documented and can be dated. In these cases it can be argued that they reflect a tension, a struggle or even animosity between the two branches of the ʿAlīd family, the roots of which were most probably planted earlier, but it is far beyond the aim of the present work to reconstruct this struggle historically. In the cases of al-Abwāʾ and Abū Salama, the traditions were not formulated before the rebellion of al-Nafs al-Zakiyya. But there are traditions that lack a specific date or geographical setting but that bear evidence of the complete, unequivocal reservations of Jaʿfar al-Ṣādiq on the aspirations of ʿAbdallāh b. al-Ḥasan and his or the Ḥasanīs' claims to rule.
The Ḥusaynīs and Other Ṭālibī/Hāshimī Factions
It is well known that Jaʿfar al-Ṣādiq did not join Muḥammad b. ʿAbdallāh's rebellion in 145/762. In many ways this marks the culmination of a long struggle between the * For a general introduction about the relations between the two houses, see the brief but very perceptive observations of D. Cook, Muslim Apocalyptic, 214ff.; 215: The messianic hopes ʿAbdallāh b. al-Ḥasan entertained for his son at the end of the Umawī dynasty; the merits of al-Ḥasan in Imāmī literature; 215-220: The reconstruction of al-Ḥasan's image by the Ḥasanīs, and the efforts to establish the legitimization to rule; 216-217: some further short observations about the polemics and arguments between the two families. 1 K. V. Zetterstéen, "ʿAbdallāh b. al-Ḥasan," EI2; Jafrī, Shīʿa, 247, 266, [268] [269] 273, 275. two families, with roots stemming from personal, ideological, and economic reasons. Jaʿfar al-Ṣādiq (as his father before him) was the head of the Ḥusaynī family, but he had higher aspirations for himself as the head and leader, i.e., the Imām, certainly of the descendants of Fāṭima, possibly of all Banū Hāshim.2 This caused deep antagonism between the Ḥusaynīs and other factions of the Ṭālibī families, e.g., the Jaʿfarīs,3 but mainly the Ḥasanīs, especially al-Ḥasan b. al-Ḥasan b. ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib, and mainly his son ʿAbdallāh b. al-Ḥasan, who nurtured the same aspirations regarding the leadership of Banū Hāshim.4
The basic principle inherent in the Imāmī Shīʿa is that the imāma was transferred by explicit designation, naṣṣ, from ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib to his sons, al-Ḥasan, then to al-Ḥusayn, then to al-Ḥusayn's descendants: his son, ʿAlī (Zayn al-ʿĀbidīn), then to ʿAlī's son Muḥammad (al-Bāqir) and then to Jaʿfar b. Muḥammad (al-Ṣādiq).5 The inheritance of the imāma in the Ḥusaynī family is paternal rather than maternal (Muḥammad
